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Commissioner for Patents 
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Sir: 



Interview Summary 



This paper is filed in response to a request by the Examiner to formalize a 
discussion that has occurred in this matter. 

Remarks/Arguments begin on page 2 of this paper. 
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United f 




correspondence is being transmitted via facsimile to 1-571-273-8300, at (he 
and Trademark Office, on the date indicated below. 
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ARGUMENTS/REMARKS 
On March 13, 2006, applicant's representative called the Examiner to inform him 
that the Examiner had examined the wrong claims in the Office action of February 24 7 
2006. 

Applicant's representative explained the following to the Examiner during that 
telephone interview: applicant had filed a response to the previous Office action of 
October 7, 2005 on December 29, 2005. Applicant then personally interviewed the 
Examiner on January 10, 2006. At that interview, claim amendments were discussed, 
and the Examiner was notified that amended claims would be filed as soon as possible. 
Thus, as a result of that interview, a supplemental amendment was filed on January 26, 
2006. 

During the telephone interview, the Examiner agreed that the later filed claims of 
the supplemental amendment should have been examined, and he stated thai a new action 
would be issued shortly. However, having received no such new action, applicant's 
representative again called the Examiner on June 6, 2006, to inquire as to the status. 

During that call, the Examiner requested that applicant formally file a paper to 
officially trigger an action by the Examiner, Accordingly, this interview summary is 
being filed. Applicant's representative notes that the Examiner should be able to issue a 
new action as the result of an interview, and thus this paper should allow the Examiner to 
do so. Applicant should not have to file a formal response to the outstanding Office 
action, because such a response would in cur extension of time fees that are not due to any 
delay by applicant. 

Accordingly, a new Office action should be issued based on an examination of the 
claims filed on January 26, 2006, in the supplemental amendment. 
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If there are any additional fees resulting from this communication, please charge 
same to our Deposit Account No. 16-0820, our Order No. 33220. 



1801 East Ninth Street 
Suite 1200 

Cleveland, Ohio 44114-3108 
(216) 579-1700 
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